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we have to get 60 votes—60 votes—60
votes—because they know very much it
becomes a hardship. But that is what
they are doing.

I ask unanimous consent to have this
and another quote printed in the
RECORD.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

(See exhibit 1.)

Mrs. BOXER. In 1993, when they op-
posed the Democrats’ economic plan,
back then, that plan that set us off on
economic recovery and economic pros-
perity, they said almost the same exact
words: We are not involved, it is pork,
it is this, it is that, it is a big bill.
They held up the bill.

It is all the same. It is not the GOP;
it is the SOP, the ‘‘same old party.”
Right now we can’t be the same old
party.

Democrats can’t be the same old
party, Republicans can’t be the same
old party.

We need to join together. I hope more
of my colleagues on the other side will
join us. I thank the three who have,
and I look forward to working with
them as we move out into the future.

EXHIBIT 1
1993 QUOTES

Last, the American people should know un-
equivocally this plan does not reduce our
long-term deficit. What I am suggesting is, if
you like these taxes, wait around because
the deficit starts back up in 1998 even with
all of these taxes and more will be needed.
And I ask where are we going to get the
spending cuts and the money to bring it
under control? My guess is more taxes year
after year.—Senator Packwood August 6,
1993

This is a pork alert: Pork alert. This bill is
1,800 pages. We will not know until next
April 15, probably, all the stuff that has been
slid in here. Are we talking about, oh, just a
little bit of money? A few million here and
there? No; we are talking about big sums.

So when you stand up and say the Repub-
licans have not been involved, let me assure
you, we should have been involved. We would
have liked to have been involved. But we
would like to concentrate on spending cuts
at first. And then we can talk about other
things, like economic growth incentives,
that we would like to see considered in this
process.—Senator Lott August 6, 1993

———

RECOGNITION OF THE
REPUBLICAN LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized.

——————

THE STIMULUS

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
yesterday the Senate cast one of the
most expensive votes in history. We
have heard a lot from our friends about
the dangers of deficits over the last few
years. Yet the Senate this week voted
to spend more than $1.2 trillion, includ-
ing interest, over the next 10 years.
The projected annual budget deficit for
this particular fiscal year is also $1.2
trillion. We are told, of course, this is
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just the beginning. We have known for
weeks the Treasury Secretary is plan-
ning a financial rescue plan. We still
don’t know the cost. Apparently, the
sticker shock would have been too
much to take, 1 day after the Senate
voted to spend $1.2 trillion on a stim-
ulus—all of this on top of the $400 bil-
lion Omnibus appropriations bill we
will soon vote on, which will bring dis-
cretionary spending for the Federal
Government for the very first time to
over $1 trillion this year.

Americans are wondering how we are
going to pay for all of this. Judging by

the market reaction to Secretary
Geithner’s announcement yesterday
and the mnewspaper editorials this

morning, it is clear everyone is looking
for a little more detail. With that in
mind, the importance of a thorough re-
view of the administration’s budget is
all the more important, so we know the
totality of what the administration is
asking of taxpayers.

Any parent knows you don’t buy a
new car and plan the summer vacation
before you set the family budget for
the year. I think Americans would like
to know exactly how the administra-
tion plans to pay for all these things in
the context of all the normal annual
spending.

In the 24 days Congress has been in
session this year, Congressional Demo-
crats have agreed to spend more than
$50 billion a day. Americans know they
have a limit on their spending. This
week they are wondering what the
Government’s limit is.

ENERGY PRODUCTION

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
our new Secretary of the Interior has
weighed in on developing American oil
and gas resources located on our Outer
Continental Shelf. As the process
moves forward, it is my hope he will be
mindful that hindering the growth of
responsible domestic energy produc-
tion means hindering an increase of
American jobs at a time when many
people are out of work. It also means
hindering America’s dependence on for-
eign oil, which has a direct impact, of
course, on the price of gasoline.

Last summer, Congress heard from
Americans, and I heard from countless
Kentuckians, demanding a balanced
approach to our energy problem that
includes boosting American energy
production as well as conserving what
we already have. I hope the Secretary
of Interior will keep the views of the
American people in mind as we go for-
ward.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.
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THIS RECESSION

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, you
know in your State of New York and I
know in my State of Illinois what this
recession really means. In December,
the recession hit my home State of Illi-
nois hard. We lost 1,200 jobs a day in
the month of December—36,000 jobs.
That is a hit that continues, I am
afraid, in the month of January and
maybe even in the early part of Feb-
ruary. The overall unemployment rate
for America is 7.6 percent. Madam
President, 3.6 million jobs have been
lost since the beginning of the reces-
sion several months ago. Clearly, that
is the element which is driving our dis-
cussion now about what to do.

There are some on the other side of
the aisle in Congress who argue that
the best thing to do is nothing, let the
economy solve its own problems. But,
sadly, many of us are meeting the cas-
ualties of this recession, and many of
us know them personally because they
are in our families.

I talk to a lot of my friends who are
struggling. It does not sound like
much, you know, when they say: My
hours have been cut back. A friend of
mine, a lady who is raising three chil-
dren, a single mom raising three Kkids,
had her hours cut back. Her agency
does counseling for drug addiction. So
she is only working three-quarters of
the regular time she was expecting.
Well, as a result of that cutback in her
pay, she could not pay her rent, and,
sadly, she is now facing some of the
hardest decisions of her life. So just a
cutback in pay for many people who
live on the margin makes all the dif-
ference. And then, of course, there are
those who lost their jobs altogether.
Many of those people find they stand
the possibility of losing their homes.
They cannot make the mortgage pay-
ments, and they are facing foreclosure.
Their savings that have been dev-
astated by the decline in the stock
market have now become the only
place to turn. They have had to make
serious decisions.

I talked to groups of college presi-
dents from Illinois who came to see me,
and some of them, community colleges.
The colleges and universities are strug-
gling because a lot of students are sit-
ting there saying: I cannot keep going
to school. I mean, dad lost his job and
mom is working, and I am a big drain
on their savings at a time when they
do not have it. So colleges and univer-
sities are scrambling all over the cam-
pus to try to get people to stay in
school. They are afraid they are going
to lose them. Community college rep-
resentatives who came to visit me yes-
terday said, incidentally, their enroll-
ment is up because a lot of the stu-
dents say: I can no longer go to the ex-
pensive other school, so I am going to
come back and do community college
courses and try to keep up with it.

Lifestyles are changing. People are
making decisions; some of them we
hope will be temporary, some may not.
That is what troubles me when we look
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